REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 are pending in the present applieation. Claim 1 has been amended. Claims 
1 7-20 have been eancslled. No new matter has been added. Favorable reconsideration and 
continued examination arersspecifuliy requested. 



35 U.S.C. § 102(b) Rejections 
Claims 1-4, 6- 10, 15, 16, and 20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by US Patent No. 5,657,199 (Devoe). Applicants respectfully disagree,.' Claim 1 as 
amended recites; 
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compoaent correspond to eiectrode layers in the component as similaily taught by cl&im 1 as 
amended, Applicaiits respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw the rejection and aliow 
claim 1. 

Dependeni claims 2-4, 6-10, 15, and 16 are all variously dependent on claim 1 , and are 
therefore allovvable for at least the reasons given above for claim 1 < Applicants respectfully 
request that the Examiner withdraw the rejection and allow claims 2-4, 6-10, 15, and 16. 

Claims 1 , 11 , and 1 7- 1 9 are rejected under 35 ILS.C. § 1 02(b) as being anticipated by US 
Patent No. 5,172,299 (Yamada). Applicants respectfully disagree. Yamada teaches a multilayer 
capacitor with a plurality of inner electrodes. Yamada fails to teach or suggest wherein the 
capacitors, the ijidiietance of the electrode layers and of the external Gontacts, form LC 
filters. There is .simply no mention of LC filters anywhere in Y''ainada. Applicaitts respectfitily 
request that the Examiner withdraw the rejection and aliow claim 1 . 

Claim 1 1 is dependent on claim 1, and is therefore allowable with respect to Yamada for 
at least tlie same reasons given for claim 1 . Applicants respectfuliy request that the Eixaminer 
withdraw Ihe rejection and allow claim 1 1 . 

35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Rejections 

Claim 5 is rtyccted as being unpatentable over Devoe as applied to claim 3 is fiulher view 
of .lapanese Application Publication No. JP407201 63A (Harada). Claim 5 is dependetJt on claim 
1 . .'\s stated above with respect to claim 1 , Devoe fails to teach or suggest tlie at least three 
multilayer capacitors adjacent to each other at the same layer. Figure 2 of Harada clearly 



shows capacifors arnmgcd on lop of one another and not adjacent m the same layer. Applicants 
respectfully requests that the Exaiiiiner withdi-aw the rejection and allow clairn 5. 

'V!a::n 12 ii? ■xjectod as being unpatentable over Devoe as applied to claim 1 above, 
funhcs in vico- oi'L'S Paicrii (\o. 4,947,280 (Kaneko). Claim 12 is dependeM on claim 1 ,, and is 
iberefore allowable for Uie reasons given above for claim 1 with respect to Devoc. Kaneko fails 
10 cure the defki ciKies of Devoe. Kaneko teaches a mui tilayered capacitor (Kaiieko, Abstract ). 
Kaoyko eniiruiy to leach three mukilayer capacitors adjacent to each other at the same layer. 
.Applicants ihereforc respectfully request that the Exaffiiner withdraw the rejection an.d allow 
claim 12, 

Claim 13 is rejected as being unpatentable over Devoe as applied to claim 3 in view of 
US Patent No. 3,617,834 (Raybuni). Cla.tm 13 is dependent on claim Ij and is therefore 

allowable for the reasons given above for claim 1 with respect lo Devoe. Raybuni fails to cure 
the deiiciejicies of Devoe. Raybuni teaches a monolithic ceramic capacitor (Raybum, Abstract). 
Rayburn entirely fails to teach three multilayer capacitors adjacent to each other in the same 
layer. Applicants iherefos'e respectfiilly request that the Examiner withdraw the rejection and 
allow claim 13. 

C'laim 14 is rejected as being unpatentable over Devoe as applied to claim 3 above, 
further in view of LIS Patent No 4,729,058 (Gupta). Claim 14 is dependent on claim 1, and is 
ihercforc allon able 'br the reasons giveii above for claim 1 with rcspeci io Devoe. Gupta fails to 
euro the defjciencic.' of ue { iupta teaches '\i seU-!>'ri;ir.g cc-a-n>o ;c!:x!0 s^: c"; / ed 

by high capacitairce and transient voltage protective properties comprising a pluraiuy ofitun 
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layers of a zinc oxide-based ceramic material having noxi-lineai- resistance characteristics with 
each layer having a conductive coating on at least one surface thereof and the coated ceramic 
luycr^- -.i;-;-orcJ logctiicr to form a laminated stack" (Gupus. Abstract). Gupui cniircsy faii^ u> 
ic.k 1"; ;l;rtu- iViuiiilayoi capacitors adjacent each oilier at llie .same lavor. Applicants Uic-vfori.- 
respeGt.!ully request that the Examiner withdraw the rejection and allow claim 14. 

Conclusion 

Applicants submit that the claims are in condition for allowance, and requests thai, the 
lixamiiier issue a riouce of allowance. It is believed that all of the pending claims iiave been 
addressed. However, the absence of a reply to a specifiG rejection, issue or comment does not 
signily agreement with or Concession of that rejection, issue or comment. In addition, because 
the argiimesus made above may not be exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any 
or all pending claims (or other claims) that have not been expressed. Finally, nothing in this 
paper should be construed as an intent to concede any issue with regard to aTty claim, except as 
specitlcaUy stated in iliis paper, and the amendiTient of any claim does not rsecessarily signify 
concession of unpatentability of the claim prior to its amendment. 

No fee is believed due, Please apply any other charges or credits to deposit account 06- 

1050. 
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Respectfuli y submitted, 



